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The status of the claims is as follows: 

Claims 6 and 14 have been cancelled; and 
Claims 1-5 and 7-21 are herein addressed below. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1 , 2, 4, 7, 8, 1 0, 1 5, 1 8, and 20 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 1 02(b) 
as being anticipated by Fluck (3,1 14,946). Fluck ('946) discloses a sealing 
assembly (5) comprising a closure (9) having an edge, a surface (25), an edge 
cover (6, i.e., the second member 12 couples the edge cover to the door 9), a 
flexible seal (23), a coupling arrangement (14 and 22, i.e., the first member) for 
coupling the seal (23) and the cover (6) together, and two stop members (7 and 8 
extend continuously as a flange) protruding beyond the coupling arrangement 
(14 and 22) to substantially prevent the coupling arrangement (14 and 22) from 
transmitting a force into the cover (6) when the cover (6) is moxjed to a closed 
position and the seal (23) engages the surface (25). Fluck ('946) further 
discloses the stop members (7 and 8) "facing" the interior surface. 

Claims 1,2,4, 7, 8,10,15,1 8, and 20 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 1 02(b) 
as being anticipated by Konle (4,509,292). Konle (4,509,292) discloses a sealing 
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assembly (Figure 4) comprising a closure (12, column 5, lines 51-54 discloses an 
overhead door) having an edge, a surface (the surface which is contacted by the 
sealing assembly), an edge cover (38), a flexible seal (48), a coupling 
arrangement (44) for coupling the flexible seal (48) and the edge cover (38) 
together, and two stop members (64, two projections extending continuously 
therealong and facing an interior surface of the flexible seal 48) protruding 
beyond the coupling arrangement (44) to substantially prevent the coupling 
arrangement (44) from transmitting a force into the cover (38) when the cover 
(38) is moved to a closed position and the flexible seal (48) engages the surface. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 12, 13, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fluck ('946) in view of applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B. 
All of the elements of the instant invention are discussed in detail above except 
providing the closure to be an overhead door having a rounded edge with the 
sealing arrangement contacting a floor surface. The applicant's prior art Figures 
2A and 2B discloses an overhead door (18) having rounded edges (20) and the 
sealing arrangement contacts a floor surface (24). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide Fluck ('946) 
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with an overhead door having rounded edges to seal a floor surface as taught by 
applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B since an overhead door allows the door to 
be moved out of the way of the opening and the rounded edges allows the seal 
arrangement to be easily mounted. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 15-18, and 20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B 
in view of Fluck ('946). The applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B discloses an 
overhead door (18) having rounded edges (20) and the sealing arrangement 
contacts a floor surface (24). Applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B fails to 
disclose a seal arrangement having stops. Fluck ('946) discloses a sealing 
assembly (5) comprising a closure (9) having an edge, a surface (25), an edge 
cover (6, i.e., the second member 12 couples the edge cover to the door 9), a 
flexible seal (23), a coupling arrangement (14 and 22, i.e., the first member) for 
coupling the seal (23) and the cover (6) together, and two stop members (7 and 8 
extend continuously as a flange) protruding beyond the coupling arrangement 
(14 and 22) to substantially prevent the coupling arrangement (14 and 22) from 
transmitting a force into the cover when the clover is moved to a closed position 
and the seal (23) engages the surface (25). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the sealing 
arrangement of applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B with stops as taught by 
Fluck ('946) since the stop protects to flexible seal between opening and closing 
movements of the closure. 
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Claims 12, 13, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Konle ('292) in view of applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B. 
All of the elements of the instant invention are discussed in detail above except 
providing the closure to be an overhead door having a rounded edge with the 
sealing arrangement contacting a floor surface. The applicant's prior art Figures 
2A and 2B discloses an overhead door (18) having rounded edges (20) and the 
sealing arrangement contacts a floor surface (24). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide Konle ('292) 
with an overhead door having rounded edges to seal a floor surface as taught by 
applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B since an overhead door allows the door to 
be moved out of the way of the opening and the rounded edges allows the seal 
arrangement to be easily mounted. 

Claims 1,2,4, 7, 8,10,12,13,15-1 8, and 20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B 
in view of Konle ('292). The applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B discloses an 
overhead door (18) having rounded edges (20) and the sealing arrangement 
contacts a floor surface (24). Applicant's prior art Figures 2A and 2B fails to 
disclose a seal arrangement having stops. Konle (4,509,292) discloses a sealing 
assembly (Figure 4) comprising a closure (12, column 5, lines 51-54 discloses an 
overhead door) having an edge, a surface (the surface which is contacted by the 
sealing assembly), an edge cover (38), a flexible seal (48), a coupling 
arrangement (44) for coupling the flexible seal (48) and the edge cover (38) 
together, and two stop members (64, two projections extending continuously 
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therealong and facing an interior surface of the flexible seal 48) protruding 
beyond the coupling arrangement (44) to substantially prevent the coupling 
arrangement (44) from transmitting a force into the cover (38) when the cover 
(38) is moved to a closed position and the flexible seal (48) engages the surface. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the sealing arrangement of applicant's prior art Figures 2A 
and 2B with stops as taught by Fluck ('946) since the stop protects to flexible 
seal between opening and closing movements of the closure. 

Claims 5, 9, 1 1 , and 21 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 3 and 19 are allowable. 

The applicant's arguments have been considered but are not deemed 
persuasive. The Examiner spoke with the applicant in detail about the above 
rejections in an attempt to put the claims in condition for allowance. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerry 
Redman at telephone number 703-308-2120 or 571-272-6835 after 4/9/2005. 




-^gfiyRedman 
Primary Examiner 



